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. MONTH(S) FROM 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 7 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

" ^''aftS°siV/s>'rnMTw^V''''ll'''* ""r"' T provisions of 37 CFR 1.136 (a), in no event, hov^ever. may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

" " Te coJsl^ed tirldy''"''''" " ' '""^ ''''"""'y °' ^'^V <30) days will 

' " "iom'mTnlcair'' " "'"'^ '""'^ ^''P''^ ^IX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this| 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S C Si 33» 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even » t7moTy f ilS may reduce any 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). unioiy mou, may reauce any 

Status 

1 ) K Responsive to communication(s) filed on Oct 19, 2001 

2a) □ This action is FINAL 2b) K This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under fx parre Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) K Claim (s) 30-95 • , ^. . . 

■ is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above, claim(s) j^m,^ ,»,i*u^.. x 

is/are withdrawn from consideratio 

5) n Claim(s) 

6) n Claim (s) 

?)□ Claim(s) 



8)K Claims 30-95 



, is/are allowed. 
. is/are rejected. 
. is/are objected to. 



. are subject to restriction and/or election requirement 



Application Papers 
9)0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

is: approved i)] disapproved. 



1 0)0 The drawing(s) filed on 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on 

1 2) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 3) 0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d). 
alD All b)n Some* cjD None of : 

1 . □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staae 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). <»cJnonar ;sTage 

*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 



Attachment(s) 

1 5} □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

16} Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

17) □ Informatbn Discbsure Statement(a) (PTO-1449) Paper No(8). 



18) n Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

1 9) CD Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

20) □ Other: 



U. S. Patent and Trademarlc Office 

PTO-326 (Rev. 9-00) 
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Part of Paper No. 6 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Election/Restriction 



1 . Applicant's response to the Office action dated September 10, 2001 has been received and 
entered. After careful consideration the Examiner concludes that the restriction requirement dated 
September 10, 2001 is in error. Therefore, the Office action dated September 10, 2001 for 
restriction requirement is vacated. A new election requirement follows: 

2. This application contains patentably distinct species of the claimed invention. A new 
S restriction requirement is issued as follows: 



A) . A method to configure a control sequence in an imaging system. 

B) A method to enhance operations of a medical diagnostic system. 

C) A method to coordinate a plurality of activities of a diagnostic system. 

D) A sequencing system for activities of a medical diagnostic system. 

E) A medical diagnostic system with components for performing functions of a 
diagnostic sequence. 

F) A time organization system for data acquisition. 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merit to which the claims to be restricted if no generic claim is finally held to 
be allowable. Currently no claim is deemed generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification of the 




species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims readable thereon, 
including any claims subsequently added. An argximent that a claim is allowable or that all claims 
are generic is considered non-responsive, unless accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration of claims 
to additional species which are written in independent form or include all the limitations of an 
allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CAR 1.141. If claims are added after the election, 
applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected species. MPEP 809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the groimd that the species are not patentably distinct, 
applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now on record showing the species to 
be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the 
Examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission 
may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

3. A telephone call was made to attorney Mr. Patrick Yoder on December 5, 2001 to request 
an oral election to the above election requirement, but did not result in an election being made. 

4. Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must include an 
election of the invention to be examined even though the requirement be traversed (37 CFR 
1.143) 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication may be directed to Brij B. Shrivastav at 
telephone number 703-305-0649. 
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